ANTHONY   EDEN
Mr. Churchill is alleged to have damned as * mere detail'.
Two days after the Lausanne Treaty debate at approxi-
mately i a.m. we find him in the thick of the fray on the
vexed question of diplomatic buildings. ' I rise to ask a
question in connexion with the legation at Budapest. There
is an estimate for new premises. I know the old premises
very well, and they are very comfortable premises, but I am
prepare'd to admit that new premises may be necessary.
What I want to know is why the original estimate of ,£9,000
should be exceeded by more than half as much again,
especially in view of the exchange conditions.' At which
point he mentioned the consular residence and offices at
Kermanshah for which ^£3,000 was voted in 1924-25 esti-
mates. ' From a consular, diplomatic, and military point of
view this place is most important, but I draw attention to
it in order to contrast the vote for Saigon.' An impatient
member asked: * Are we not entitled to know why the lion,
member is enlightening us about Kermanshah? ' but Cap-
tain Eden was allowed to make his point, which was that
* the expenditure to which we were committed at Ker-
manshah—which I admit is justified—is .£20,000, while the
expenditure at Saigon, which is not so imperative, is
jTi 16,000.'
A few days later he intervened during question-time on
a subject which, in the light of future events, has a wider
interest. A member asked the Prime Minister about the
personnel of the proposed Anglo-Russian Commission
which was to bring about proper diplomatic and trade rela-
tions between the two countries, and in a supplementary
the name of Mr. Maxim Litvinov was mentioned. He was
apparently to be a representative on the Commission. Was
the Prime Minister aware of his record; namely, that he
was allowed into England as the unofficial representative
of Russia in June 1918 on a definite understanding that he
would not undertake propaganda in and against this
country; that this promise was broken, and that on com-

